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exclude the fellows of the Royal College of Physicians of
Edinburgh and Dublin, now in practice as physicians in Eng-
land, from joining the Royal College of Physicians of England,
within one year from the granting of this proposed charter,
on the payment of a certain fee.

I am, Sir, your most obedient servant,
JOHN CHARLES HALL,

Fellow of the Royal College of Physicians, Edinburgh.
The Right Hon. Sir George Grey, Bart., &c. &c. &c.

THE PROPOSED CHARTER TO THE COLLEGE OF
PHYSICIANS.&mdash;THE FUTURE EXCLUSION OF
SURGEONS IN GENERAL PRACTICE FROM THE
COLLEGE.

To tlte Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;I was much pleased on reading the memorial ad.
dressed by the council of the Provincial Medical and Surgical
Association to the College of Physicians, published in THE
LANCET of May the 6th, and likewise with your remarks at the 
head thereof, " that the proposals which it contained were I
for the most part strictly just, and that if the president and
censors of the College of Physicians acted wisely, not one of
those suggestions would be rejected."
Too much praise cannot be given to you, Sir, for your zealous

advocacy on all occasions of the rights of all classes of the
profession; and perhaps it is only fair in this instance to re-
cord, to the honour of the council of the Provincial Medical
and Surgical Association, that in the memorial alluded to,
they have done themselves great credit, and the Association
they represent, composed as it is of all classes in the profes-
sion, that justice which it has a right to demand. But why,
I would wish to inquire through your pages, should the Col-
lege of Physicians close its ears in particular to clause No. 6
of the memorial, one of the most important to a large body
in the profession-viz., those who have educated themselves
as physicians, but who, from the force of circumstances, are at
present engaged in practice either as surgeons or as general
practitioners. The clause runs thus-" That gentlemen pos-
sessing the degree of doctor in medicine from any British
university, bearing date prior to the first day of January,
1848, but now.in general practice, may be hereafter entitled,
on retiring from such practice, and being of the age of -
years, to present themselves for admission as associates or
members of the college; and that such gentlemen, on produc-
ing sufficient testimonials of character and professional quali-
fication, shall be admitted associates or members without 
further examination, on payment of an entrance fee of
!1’uineas. exclusive of stamn dutv"
Now 1 cannot really see any objection the college can pos-
sibly entertain, when about to make a great reform, against
this suggestion; whilst if equal justice is not dealt out to all
parties, a great hardship will be inflicted on very many gen-
tlemen in every respect qualified by their education and stand-
ing, to practise at any future time as physicians.
To state my own case as an example, doubtless the type of

many others; I graduated at a British university, passed a
surgical college, and the London Apothecaries’ Hall. Having
undergone these ordeals, I naturally enough considered my
education complete, and that I should be qualified to under-
take any branch of practice Dame Fortune might allot me.
To practise what has been called pure physic was my original
intention, and is still my ultimate hope, but circumstances
happened to throw me for a time into practice as a surgeon.
As the law now stands, I am as fully qualified to practise as a
physician as the hundreds who are at this moment enjoying
that privilege in the provinces, with no other qualification
than the British M.D.; but directly this charter is accepted
these gentlemen are to be included as members, and I am for
ever shut out, unless I choose to become a student again, un-
dergo another examination, (perhaps late in life) and pay the
full fee named in the by-laws, instead of the more moderate
one of fifteen guineas, as proposed for those who may join
within twelve calendar months. I ask the president and fel-
lows of the College of Physicians,-is this justice?

I hope, Mr. Editor, you will wield your powerful pen
continually until this monstrous anomaly be equitably ad-
justed ; and I further call upon every medical practitioner
situated as I have described myself to be, not to rest contented
until the college acts fairly by all parties interested, in the
otherwise, I must acknowledge, admirable changes proposed.
And should this letter catch the eye of Drs. Hastings and

Streeten, or others of the council, I trust it will prove a sti-
mulus to them to persevei-e in their entreaties to, if not remon-

strances with, the college, until this as well as the other sug-
gestions contained in the excellent memorial of our Provincial
Association shall be honourably recognised. I inclose my
card, and with the hope that you will give these remarks an
early insertion in your valuable journal,

I remain, Sir, yours very respectfully,
May, 1848. JUSTITIA.

FOREIGN WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.
To the Eclitor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;A correspondent, in THE LANCET of April 22nd,
wished to know why the papers read before the Chemical
Society were always adapted to French weights and measures.
The reason is, most of the members received their chemical
education in either French or German laboratories, where
the gramme is exclusively used, and they retain it when they
return to this country. As far as reading the papers before
the Society goes, it is a matter of very little difference what
weights and measures are used, but when they advertise a
journal for sale, I think, in common honesty, they should
at .least give the equivalents of the weights in English, and
not obtain the money of the purchasers under false pretences.

I remain, Sir, your obedient servant,
Charlotte-st., Fitzroy-sq., 18!S. AN OLD SUBSCRIBER.

THE LIFE ASSURANCE OFFICES.

J. HILL WILLIAMS, Actuary.

AT the request of Dr. Cormack we publish the following
correspondence. The case does not require comment.

J. Hill Williams, Esq., to Dr. Gormack.
12, Waterloo-place, May 6th, 1848.

SIR A proposal has been made to this association for an
assurance on the life of -. It is required that the pro-
poser furnish the directors with evidence of the life proposed
being eligible for assurance. He has accordingly referred to
you on his behalf, as his medical attendant. It being im-
portant that every circumstance connected with his health
and habits should be communicated to the office, I am de-
sired to request that you will be pleased to favour the direc-
tors with replies to the subjoined questions by an early post.
The address to the office is printed on the back of this letter.

I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
J. HILL WILLIA1IS, Actuary.

N.B.-As the directors consider and hold the answers that
may be given to the subjoined questions as strictly confiden-
tial, you will oblige by returning this letter to me through
the post-office.the [Here follow twelve queries.]
To Dr. Cormack, &c. 

____

Dr. Cormack to J. Hill Williams, Esq.

JOHN ROSE CORMACK.

Putney, May Sth, 1848.

SIR,&mdash;I have received yours of the 6th inst., requesting
from me a minute, and what you term a " strictly confidential
report" on the health of . Besides being asked to answer
many special and searching queries, I am requested to inform
you if 

" I can conscientiously recommend him as a safe life
for assurance ?"
As some insurance offices have been in the habit of re-

questing answers to questions of this very delicate descrip-
tion, and of subsequently refusing to tender any pecuniary
consideration for the same, it does not seem to me to be dis-
courteous to you, while it is due to my profession and myself,
to decline giving you the confidential assistance which you
ask, till I receive the fee of one guinea, or the promise of it.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
To J. Hill Williams, Esq. - JOHN ROSE CORDIACFC.

J. H. Williams, Esq., to Dr. Cormack.

J. HILL WILLIAMS, Actuary.

12, Waterloo-place, London.

SIR,&mdash;I have received yours of the 8th, in reference to my
questions relative to the health of -, who gave me your
name as that of a medical gentleman who would, free of
expense to the Association, give information on the subject to
the directors of this office. The directors will employ and
pay their own medical officer to report upon the life of ;
and they must beg to refer you to that gentleman himself
for any remuneration that you may claim for communicating
to them your knowledge of his state of health.

I have the honour to be, Sir, your obedient servant,
To J. Rose Cormaek, Esq., M.D., J. HILL WILLIANS, Actuary.

Putney.
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Dr. Cormack to J. Hill Williams, Esq.

JOHN ROSE CORMACK.

SIR,&mdash;I am willing to furnish - with the certificate
which you require, as you do not hold my communication to
be for your protection, but for his benefit, and given at his,
and not at your request. The printed queries I have
answered, and sent to -, for his use.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
To J. I-lill Williams, Esq..JOHN ROSE CORMACK.

D1’. Corrraack to the Gentleman referred to in the previous letters.
Putney, lllay gth, 1848.

My DEAR SIR,&mdash; Acting upon a rule now being generally
adopted by medical men, I refused to make a secret report 
to the office, as by doing so I was serving them, and not you. 
The answers I now send for your use.

Yours most truly, JOHN RosE COR31ACI-:.

Note from Dr. Cormack to the Editor of THE LANCET,
accompanying the foregoing letters.

JOHN ROSE CORMACK.

.l’utney, may iutn, 1848.

SIR,&mdash;Perhaps you may find space for the accompanying
letters, which show the shifts and cunning to which a com-
pany receiving high premiums, and paying large dividends,
can resort, to increase their gains. There are two classes of
insurance offices which, as a profession, we ought to set our
faces against: first, those who ask our confidential aid, and
then pretend that they are not our employers; second, those
who insult us by offering a per-centage bribe on all lives re- ’,
commended by us, and accepted by them. By patronizing i

the former we act unworthily to our profession; and by
fraternizing with the latter we act unfairly towards confiding
friends. I should like to see a list of insurance offices pub-
lished, in which those who avoid both these unjust practices
can at once be discovered. It would increase the value of
the next edition of the Medical Directory."

Your obedient servant, JOHN- ROSE CORMACK.

RESTRICTIONS ON ELECTION TO THE VACANT
CHAIRS IN THE UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;For the last fifty years, it has been the practice

(though not absolutely legal, as now appears) to admit as
professors in the University of Edinburgh, not only orthodox
Presbyterians, of dissenting denominations, but members of
the Episcopalian Church of England&mdash;the very parties for
whose exclusion the tests now to be revived were originally
enacted. To this liberal policy Edinburgh University mainly
owes her former deservedly high reputation. Now, however,
it seems that an obsolete and sectarian test is to be pressed
on all candidates, and that no one, for the future, who does
not solemnly subscribe his adhesion to, and also prove his
membership of, that branch of the Scottish church at present
favoured by the State, can teach clinical surgery, physiology,
or any other branch of medicine, in our university! Can
nothing be done to save medical science in Scotland from
being thus sacrificed on the shrine of theological intolerance?
Must the Chairs of Clinical Surgery and Physiology, now
vacant, be filled only by adherents of a certain Presbyterian
church ?
Had the test to which I now call your attention been

enforced some years ago, Sir Charles Bell, Mr. Syme, and
others, who have so greatly adorned our medical school,
would have been excluded from it.-Your obedient servant,

M.D. EDIN&AElig;.

NEFARIOUS ATTACKS ON QUALIFIED
PRACTITIONERS.

JAMES ROLPH, M.R.C.S.E.
CHAS. W. LATHAM, M.R.C.S.E.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;We are extremely obliged by your kind insertion of

our letter of the 29th ult. We have much pleasure in informing
you that all’participation in this dishonourable affair has been
denied by the Society of Apothecaries, and indignantly so by
the medical association to which it is imputed. We do not
think we shall be acting in opposition to the wishes of the re-
presentatives of these bodies, in sending their replies to our
inquiries on the subject to you for publication.
In the case of the medical association, we have reason to

believe that the author of these infamous bills, in ascribing
to it such a disgraceful act, was influenced by a desire to de-
prive it of the sympathy and support of the profession, to
which, from the gentlemanly tone of its proceedings, it ap=
pears to us eminently entitled. We have also ascertained, by

numerous and repeated inquiries, that there is no such number
as 12 in either of the three Wellington-streets,Covent-garden;
no such person as H. Pease, Esq., known at any other number;
and no such society as that mentioned in the placard in exist-
ence in that part of the town.
From these circumstances we are led to believe that it is

the act of a private enemy, and are now in possession of a
train of evidence which will, we hope, lead to his detection
and exposure: in effecting the latter object we think we can,
with confidence, claim your assistance, certain that you will
not shrink from the task of holding up to the scorn and in-
dignation he so richly.deserves any man who could descend
to such ungentlemanly and unprofessional conduct.
Meantime, we beg to call his attention (whoever he may

be) to the following facts: in addition to having committed
an act which has been denounced by the profession (as far as
we have had an opportunity of canvassing it) as cowardly and
disgraceful, he has been accessory to a misdemeanor in
causing placards to be printed and distributed illegally; and,
worse than all, if he have one spark of gentlemanly feeling
left, has been guilty of a series of most base and infamous
lies.-We are, Sir, your obliged and obedient servants,

JAMES ROLPH, M.R.C.S.E.
Church-street, May, 1848. CHAS. W. LATIIAM, M.R.C.S.E.

(COPY.)

R. B. UPTON, Clerk to the Society.

R. HAINES, Hon. See.

Apothecaries’ Hall, May 1, 1818.
SIR,&mdash;1 beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of

this day’s date, enclosing a printed placard, headed " Twenty
Pounds Penalty and Imprisonment-Illegal Medical Practice,"
and inquiring whether this circular proceeds from the Societv
of Apothecaries, or is published with their cognizance and
authority.

In reply to your inquiry, I beg to inform you that the
circular in question does not proceed from the Society of
Apothecaries, and that it is not published with their cognizance
or authority. I return the placard or circular to you, accord-
ing to your desire.-I am, Sir, your most obedient servant,

R. B. UPTON, Clerk to the Society.
To C. lv. Latham, Esq. 

_____

7. Finsbury Pavement, May 2, 1848.

Srr,&mdash;In reply to your letter of this day’s date, I have to
inform you that the circular in question dinot emanate from
the Medical Mutual Protection Association, nor are they in
any way whatever connected with it. They never contem-
plated proceeding against members of the College; nor, had
they so intended, could they possibly have so demeaned them-
selves as to adopt such disgraceful means. I have laid your
letter before the committee this day.

Trusting that you will give every publicity to our indignant
denial of such conduct, I have the honour to be, Sir, your
obedient servant, R. HAiNES, Hon. See.
To C. W. Latham, Esq. 

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;It has never been my lot to peruse a more unmanly
and ungenerous attack than that headed in your last number,
" Extraordinary proceedings under the Apothecaries Act."
I have been in the profession nearly twenty years; a L.A.C.
fifteen years, and M.R.C.S. as many, and I can with safety,
say that nothing half so disgraceful to our united profession
has happened since that time. What! L.A.C. placarding’3.S
unqualifed a M,R.C,S. of England!! and this too at a time
when we require all our united strength to fight the battle of
medical reform. I had understood that since the memorable-
Bill of the Right Hon. Sir James Graham attempting medical
reform, that all class distinction was extinct; and, indeed, all
the consultations held with the view of medical reform by all
classes of the profession, has ended with the full understand-
ing that all qualified members of our profession should be
united. Such disgraceful proceedings as these makes it doubly
imperative that you, Sir, should re-introduce your Registra-
tion Bill at the earliest period possible. I feel almost ashamed
to belong to a profession where any one man, much less-a a
body of men, could act so unworthy a part!

It may be as well that these worthies should know, if they
do not know already, to what extent M.R.C.S.E. are trusted.
Our armies and navies are almost wholly under their care.
The East India Company Service- also is provided from the
same source; at any rate I will venture to affirm, that not one
in a,thousand in either services are L.A.C. Do we hear com-
plaints of want of skill from any of these great bodies? No;
but on the contrary-they are known all over the world for
their great skill and humanity.


